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Detailed Actiomi 



Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C 102 



1. 



The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 



form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
(e) the invention was described in- 

(1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed in the United States 
before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the 
treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effect under this subsection of a national application 
published under section 122(b) only if the international application designating the United States was 
published under Article 21(2)(a) of such treaty in the English language; or 

(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that a patent shall not be deemed filed in the United States 
for the purposes of this subsection based on the filing of an international application filed under the 
treaty defined in section 351(a). 

2. Claims 1, 2, and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 



Rubinstein et al (5,913,215). 

In considering claim 1 , 

Rubinstein et al. discloses an automated method for assisting a user of the client 

system in retrieving and browsing information, the method comprising: 

retrieving and displaying on a display of the client system for browsing, a 
first information page having content, responsive to user direction (see col. 15, 
lines 8-17; Fig. 8, Step 805; Fig. 9, Control Window 900; Fig. 10, Contents View 
Window 1005); and 

automatically assembling and augmenting the first information page being 
browsed with one or more information source identifiers identifying one or more 
information pages that may be additionally retrieved, based at least in part on a 
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portion of the content of said first information page (see col. 15, lines 22-32 and 

51-53; Fig. 8, Step 815; Fig. 10, Contents View Window 1005). 
In considering claim 2, 

Rubinstein et al. discloses a method wherein the method further comprises 
performing on said client system in real time, on retrieval of the first information page, 
analysis of the first information page to determine the portion of the content of said first 
information page on which said automatic assembling and augmenting is based (keyword 
phrases) (see col. 16, lines 7-13; Fig. 8, Step 820). 
In considering claim 1 1 , 

Rubinstein et al. discloses a method wherein said first information page is an 
information page that is inherently constituted using some type of mark-up language. 



Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 6, 7, 8, 18, 21, 22, 30-32, 35, 37, 39, and 40 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rubinstein et al. as applied to claims 1,21, and 
30 above, and further in view of Grefensette et al (6,446,035). 

In considering claims 18, 21, 30, and 39, 

Although Rubinstein et al. shows substantial features of the claimed invention, he 



fails to disclose an augmented method for facilitating provision of assistance to a user of 




Application/Control Number: 09/452,328 ^ Page 3 of 1 9 

Art Unit: 2153 

a networked client system to retrieve and browse information in server system. However, 
Grefensette et al., whose invention is a method for providing techniques that can find 
groups of people using information about resources the people have accessed, discloses 
the use of a server system for performing such an augmented method (see col. 12, lines 
10-17). Therefore, given the teachings of Grefensette et al., it would have been obvious 
for a person having ordinary skills in the art to modify Rubinstein et al. by performing the 
augmented method for facilitating provision of assistance to a user of a networked client 
system to retrieve and browse information on a server system in order to reduce the 
processing load of the client system. 
In considering claim 30, 

Rubinstein et al. discloses a an automated method for facilitating provision of 
assistance to a user of a networked client system to retrieve and browse information, the 
method comprising: 

providing to said client system a plurality of information source identifiers 
identifying a plurality information pages that may be additionally retrieved, based 
at least in part on dynamically determined content of the first information page 
(see col. 15, lines 22-32 and 51-53; Fig. 8, Step 815; Fig. 10, Contents View 
Window 1005). 

* 

Although Rubinstein et al. shows substantial features of the claimed invention, he 
fails to disclose the retrieval of a locator of the first information page identifying the third 
party location, from the client system. Nonetheless, this is a conventional execution of 
URL relocation and would have been an obvious modification to Rubinstein et al. by a 
person having ordinary skills in the art. It would have been obvious for a person having 




Application/Control Number: 09/452,328 ^ Page 4 of 1 9 

Art Unit: 2153 

ordinary skills in the art to modify Rubinstein et al. by retrieving a locator, identifying a 
third party location, from a client system in order to provide another user access to the 
first user's information page for possible use. 
In considering claim 3 1 , 

Rubinstein et al. discloses a method wherein the method further comprises 
retrieving said first information page and dynamically analyzing the retrieved first 
information page in real time to determine presence ones of first keywords in said 
information page; and said providing of information source identifiers (URLs) to said 
client system is made based at least in part on said dynamically determined presence ones 
of first keywords (see Fig. 13, Links View Window 1300). 
In considering claims 6 and 32, 

Although Rubinstein et al. shows substantial features of the claimed invention, he 
fails to disclose a method wherein said analyzing further comprises performing on said 
client system in real time, on retrieval of the first information page, retrieval of second 
keywords related to the presence ones of first keywords. However, Grefensette et al. 
discloses such a retrieval of second keywords related to the presence ones of first 
keywords (via expanded queries) (see col. 13, lines 28-35, lines 37-48, lines 54-67; Fig. 
2, Box 52). Therefore, given the teachings of Grefensette et al., it would have been 
obvious for a person having ordinary skills in the art to modify Rubinstein et al. by 
performing on said client system in real time, on retrieval of the first information page, 
retrieval of second keywords related to the presence ones of first keywords in order to 
obtain further expansion of the first set of keywords to further limit the returned 
information source identifiers based upon the first and/or the second keywords. 
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In considering claims 7 and 22, 

Grefensette et al. discloses a method wherein said automatic assembling and 
augmenting comprises performing on said client system in real time, on retrieval of the 
first information page, retrieval of one or more information source identifiers identifying 
one or more information pages associated with the second keywords, from one or more 
information source tables, using said second keywords (see col. 13, lines 28-35, lines 37- 
48, lines 54-67; Fig. 2, Box 52). 
In considering claim 8, 

Rubinstein et al discloses a method wherein the method further comprises 
loading/downloading said one or more tabs of information sources onto the client system 
(see col. 16, lines 9-13; Fig. 11, Phrases View Window 1 105). 
In considering claim 1 8, 

Rubinstein et al. discloses an automated method for facilitating provision of 
assistance to a user of a networked client system to retrieve and browse information, the 
method comprising: 

receiving from said client system in real time, on retrieval from a third 

party location by the client system a first information page to be browsed on the 

client system, related first keywords of presence ones of keywords in the first 

information page (see col. 16, lines 7-13; Fig. 8, Step 820); and 

in response, providing to said client system a plurality of information 

source identifiers identifying a plurality information pages that may be 

additionally retrieved, based at least in part on said received related first keywords 

(see Fig. 13, Links View Window 1300). 



i 
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Additionally, 

Grefensette et al. discloses the retrieval of first keywords related to the presence 
ones of second keywords, where at least presence ones of the second keywords of the 
first information page are dynamically determined by the client system in real time on 
retrieval of the first information page (see col. 13, lines 28-35, lines 37-48, lines 54-67; 
Fig. 2, Box 52). 
In considering claim 2 1 , 

Rubinstein et al. discloses , an automated method for facilitating provision of 
assistance to a user of a networked client system to retrieve and browse information, the 
method comprising: 

receiving from said client system in real time, on retrieval from a third 
party location (various search engines) by the client system a first information 
page to be browsed on the client system, presence ones of first keywords in the 
first information page, where presence ones of the first keywords of the first 
information page are dynamically determined in real time by the client system on 
retrieval of the first information page (see col. 16, lines 7-13; Fig. 8, Step 820); 



and 



in response, providing to said client system a plurality of information 



source identifiers (URLs) identifying a plurality information pages that may be 
additionally retrieved, based at least in part on said received presence ones of first 
keywords (see Fig. 13, Links View Window 1300). 
In considering claim 35, 

Rubinstein et al. discloses a client system comprising: 
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a display (see Fig. 4, Display 409); and 

an interface to facilitate augmented viewing of a first retrieved information 
page having contents, including an analyzer (linguistic analyzer) equipped to 
dynamically assemble a plurality of information source identifiers identifying a 
plurality of information pages that may be additionally retrieved, based at least in 
part on a portion of said content of the first retrieved information page (see Fig. 8, 
Step 820; Fig. 9, Control Window 900). 
Additionally, 

Grefensette et al. discloses a browser to facilitate augmented viewing of a first 

retrieved information page having contents (see col. 10, lines 38-44). 

In considering claim 37, 

Rubinstein et al. discloses a client system wherein the client system further 

comprises an information source database having a plurality of keywords and a plurality 

of information source identifiers associated with the keywords (see Fig. 11, Fig. 13). 

In considering claim 39, 

Rubinstein et al. discloses a server system comprising: 

a network interface to couple the server system to a network (in order for 
the server system to communicate over the network, it needs a network interface); 

an information source database having a first plurality of keywords and a 
plurality of associated information source identifiers of the first keywords, 
identifying a plurality of information pages that may be additionally retrieved, to 
facilitate augmented provision of dynamically assembled information source 
identifiers by an interface of a coupled client system, based at least in part on 
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content of a first information page retrieved from a third party location for 
browsing on said client system (see col. 16, lines 7-13; Fig. 8, Step 820; Fig. 9, 
Control Window 900; Fig. 10, Contents View Window 1005; Fig. 12, Words 
View Window 1200). 
Additionally, 

Grefensette et al. discloses a browser to facilitate augmented provision of 
dynamically assembled information source identifiers (see col. 10, lines 38-44). 
In considering claim 40, 

Grefensette et al. discloses a system further comprising a keyword database, 
having a first and second plurality of keywords, the first and second plurality of 
keywords being related, to facilitate determination of related second keywords of 
presence ones of first keywords in the first retrieved information page (see col. 13, lines 
28-35, lines 37-48, lines 54-67; Fig. 2, Box 52; Fig. 6, Database 232). 
5. Claims 3-5, 9, 25, and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Rubinstein et al. and Grefensette et al. as applied to claims 1 and 30 
above, and further in view of Davies et al (6,353,827). 
In considering claim 3, 

Rubinstein et al. discloses a method wherein said analysis comprises performing 
on said client system in real time, on retrieval of the first information page, scanning of 
said first information page for unique words presence, accessing a current table of 
keywords to determine if any of the unique words are to be considered as keywords, and 
outputting those unique words that should be so considered as the presence ones of first 
keywords (see col. 16, lines 27-45). 
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Although Rubinstein et al. shows substantial features of the claimed invention, he 
fails to disclose the determination of unique nouns to be considered as keywords. 
However, Davies et al., whose invention is a method and system for identifying 
associated keywords in a data set, discloses such a determination of unique nouns to be 
considered as keywords (see col. 14, lines 6-12). Therefore, given the teachings of 
Davies et al., it would have been obvious for a person having ordinary skills in the art to 
modify Rubinstein et al. by determining the presence of unique nouns that are to be 
considered as keywords in order to exclude verbs, adverbs, and adjectives from 
consideration as keywords, as they are more general than nouns. 
In considering claim 4, 

Rubinstein et al. discloses a method wherein the method further comprises 
designating to a browser of the client system a first of a plurality of tables of keywords as 
the current table of keywords (see col. 12, lines 51-54; Fig. 1 1, Phrases View Window 
1105; Fig. 12, Words View Window 1200). 
In considering claim 5, 

Rubinstein et al. discloses a method wherein the method further comprises 
loading/downloading said plurality of tables of keywords onto the client system (see col. 
16, lines 9-13; Fig. 11, Phrases View Window 1 105). 
In considering claim 9, 

Rubinstein et al. discloses a method wherein said automatic assembling and 
augmenting comprises performing on the client system in real time, on retrieval of the 
information page, assembly of the one or more information source identifiers (URLs) 
based at least in part on the presence ones of first keywords in said first information page 
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(see Fig. 13, Links View Window 1300). 

In considering claims 25 and 26, 

Rubinstein et al. discloses an automated method for facilitating provision of 

assistance to a user of a networked client system to retrieve and browse information, the 

method comprising: 

receiving from said client system in real time, on retrieval from a third 
party location by a client system a first information page to be browsed on the 
client system, unique words of the first information page, where the unique word 
are dynamically determined in real time by the client system on retrieval of the 
first information page (see col. 16, lines 7-13; Fig. 8, Step 820); and 

in response, providing to said client system a plurality of information 
source identifiers identifying a plurality information pages that may be 
additionally retrieved, based at least in part on said received unique words (see 
Fig. 13, Links View Window 1300). 

Additionally, 

Davies et al. discloses the determination of unique nouns to be considered as 
keywords (see col. 14, lines 6-12). 
Furthermore, 

Grefensette et al. discloses the use of a server system for performing the 
augmented method for facilitating provision of assistance to a user of a networked client 
system to retrieve and browse information (see col. 12, lines 10-17). 
6. Claims 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 19, 20, 23, 24, 28, 29, 33, 34, 38, and 42 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rubinstein et al. and 
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Grefensette et al. as applied to claims 1, 21, and 30 above, and further in view of Finseth 

et al (6,271,840). 

In considering claim 12, 

Rubinstein et al. discloses a method wherein the method further comprises 
displaying on said display a selected one of a second information page corresponding to a 
first of the additional information pages (see Fig. 13, Links View Window). 

Although Rubinstein et al. shows substantial features of the claimed invention, he 
fails to disclose displaying a thumbnail of the second information page. However, 
Finseth et al., whose invention is a method for providing graphical outputs from search 
engine results, discloses such a thumbnail of a retrieved information page (see Fig. 7, 
Rendered Images 142; col. 5, lines 43-52). Therefore, given the teachings of Finseth et 
al., it would have been obvious for a person having ordinary skills in the art to modify 
Rubinstein et al. by displaying a thumbnail of the second information page in order to 
view a physical image of the information page. 
In considering claims 1 3 and 1 6, 

Finseth et al. discloses a method wherein said displaying of a thumbnail 
comprises performing on said client system in real time, on retrieval of the first 
information page, a selected one of (a) retrieving said thumbnail and (b) retrieving said 
second information page and dithering said retrieved second information page to form 
said thumbnail (see Fig. 7, Rendered Images 142; col. 5, lines 43-52). 
In considering claims 14 and 17, 

Finseth et al. discloses a method wherein said displaying of a thumbnail is made 
responsive to proximate placement of a cursor next to a first information source identifier 
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corresponding to said second information page (see col. 8, lines 45-55). 



In considering claim 15, 

Rubinstein et al. discloses an automated method for assisting a user of the client 
system to retrieve and browse information, the method comprising: 

retrieving and displaying on a display of the client system for browsing, a 

first information page having content, responsive to user direction (see col. 15, 

lines 8-17; Fig. 8, Step 805; Fig. 9, Control Window 900; Fig. 10, Contents View 

Window 1005); 

performing on said client system in real time, on retrieval of the first 
information page, analysis of the first information page to determine at least a 
portion of the content of said first information page (see col. 16, lines 7-13; Fig. 8, 
Step 820); 

automatically assembling and augmenting the first information page being 
browsed with one or more information source identifiers identifying one or more 
information pages that may be additionally retrieved, based at least in part on the 
automatically determined portion of the content of said first information page (see 
col. 15, lines 22-32 and 51-53; Fig. 8, Step 815; Fig. 10, Contents View Window 
1005); and 
Additionally, 

Finseth et al. discloses presenting on the display, responsive to a user event, a 
thumbnail of a second information page corresponding to a first of the identified 
information pages (see Fig. 7, Rendered Images 142; col. 5, lines 43-52). 
In considering claims 23, 28, and 33, 



rr^r 
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Finseth et al. discloses a method wherein the method further comprises providing 
to said client system a thumb nail of a second information page corresponding to a first of 
said information source identifiers (see Fig. 7, Rendered Images 142; col. 5, lines 43-52). 
In considering claims 24, 29, and 34, 

Rubinstein et al. discloses a method wherein the method further comprises 
retrieving an information page and dithering the information page to form said thumbnail 
(see Fig. 1, Web Page Renderer Process 52; col. 5, lines 43-52). 
In considering claim 1 9, 

Finseth et al. discloses a method wherein the method further comprises providing 
to said client system thumbnail of a second information page corresponding to a first of 
said information source identifiers (see Fig. 7, Rendered Images 142; col. 5, lines 43-52). 
In considering claim 20, 

Finseth et al. discloses a method wherein the method further comprises retrieving 
an information page an dithering the information page to form said thumbnail (see Fig. 1, 
Web Page Renderer Process 52; col. 5, lines 43-52). 
In considering claims 38 and 42, 

Finseth et al. discloses a system further comprises a dithering module to dither a 
second information page retrieved to augment the first retrieved information page, to 
generate a thumbnail of the second retrieved information page (see Fig. 1 , Web Page 
Renderer Process 52; col. 5, lines 44-51). 

7. Claims 10 and 27 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rubinstein et al. and Grefensette et al. as applied to claims 1 and 26 above, and further in 
view of Davies et al. 
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In considering claim 10, 

Although Rubinstein et al. shows substantial features of the claimed invention, 
he fails to disclose the retrieval of a locator of the first information page identifying the 
third party location, from the client system. Nonetheless, this is a conventional execution 
of URL relocation and would have been an obvious modification to Rubinstein et al. by a 
person having ordinary skills in the art. It would have been obvious for a person having 
ordinary skills in the art to modify Rubinstein et al. by retrieving a locator, identifying a 
third party location, from a client system in order to provide another user access to the 
first user's information page for possible use. 

Although Rubinstein et al. shows substantial features of the claimed invention, 
he fails to disclose the determination of unique nouns to be considered as keywords. 
However, Davies et al., whose invention is a method and system for identifying 
associated keywords in a data set, discloses such a determination of unique nouns to be 
considered as keywords (see col 14, lines 6-12). Therefore, given the teachings of 
Davies et al., it would have been obvious for a person having ordinary skills in the art to 
modify Rubinstein et al. by determining the presence of unique nouns that are to be 
considered as keywords in order to exclude verbs, adverbs, and adjectives from 
consideration as keywords, as they are more general than nouns. 

Although Rubinstein et al. shows substantial features of the claimed invention, he 
fails to disclose a method wherein said analyzing further comprises performing on said 
client system in real time, on retrieval of the first information page, retrieval of second 
keywords related to the presence ones of first keywords. However, Grefensette et al., 
whose invention is a method for providing techniques that can find groups of people 
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using information about resources the people have accessed, discloses such a retrieval of 
second keywords related to the presence ones of first keywords (via expanded queries) 
(see col. 13, lines 28-35, lines 37-48, lines 54-67; Fig. 2, Box 52). Therefore, given the 
teachings of Grefensette et al., it would have been obvious for a person having ordinary 
skills in the art to modify Rubinstein et al. by performing on said client system in real 
time, on retrieval of the first information page, retrieval of second keywords related to the 
presence ones of first keywords in order to obtain further expansion of the first set of 
keywords to further limit the returned information source identifiers based upon the first 
and/or the second keywords. 
In considering claim 27, 

Rubinstein et al. discloses a method wherein the method further comprises 
dynamically determining related second keywords of said presence ones of first 
keywords; and said providing of information source identifiers to said client system is 
further made based at least in part on said dynamically determined related second 
keywords (see col. 13, lines 28-35, lines 37-48, lines 54-67; Fig. 2, Box 52). 
8. Claims 36 and 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rubinstein et al. as applied to claims 35 and 39 above, and further in view of Davies et al 
and Gilmour (6,377,949). 
In considering claims 36 and 41, 

Although Rubinstein et al. and Davies et al. show substantial features of the 
claimed invention, they fail to specifically disclose using a lexical analyzer to facilitate 

i 

determination of unique nouns in the first retrieved information page. However, 
Gilmour, whose invention discloses a method of assigning a confidence level to a term 
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within an electronic document, discloses such a lexical analyzer (Fig. 2, Lexicon 
Controller 45c; col. 9, lines 46-53) (Fig. 2, Lexicon Database 49; col 14, lines 49-55). 
Therefore, given the teachings of Gilmour, a person having ordinary skills in the art 
would have recognized the advantages of modifying Sato et al. for the purpose of 
allowing the search to compare the users' query with the words of a language and their 
definitions. 



Response to Arguments 

9. In view of the Reply Brief filed on March 1 7, 2003, PROSECUTION IS 
HEREBY REOPENED. A rebuttal to the Reply Brief set forth below. 

To avoid abandonment of the application, appellant must exercise one of the 
following two options: 

(1) file a reply under 37 CFR 1.111 (if this Office action is non-final) or a reply 
under 37 CFR 1.113 (if this Office action is final); or, 

(2) request reinstatement of the appeal. 

If reinstatement of the appeal is requested, such request must be accompanied by 
a supplemental appeal brief, but no new amendments, affidavits (37 CFR 1.130, 1.131 or 
1.132) or other evidence are permitted. See 37 CFR 1.193(b)(2). 

10. Applicant's arguments filed March 17, 2003 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

Applicant(s) states on page2, lines 5-10, that the examiner failed to provide a 
basis of rejection for claim 40. In response, this oversight from the previous office action 
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has been corrected, as examiner has provided a basis for the rejection of claim 40 as 
given above. 

Applicant(s) argue on page 3, lines 21-25, page 4, lines 12-17, and page 5, lines 
17-19, that Rubinstein et al. fails to disclose any augmentation being performed against 
an information page being retrieved and being browsed at the instruction of the user. The 
applicant(s) arguments are not persuasive. Browsing simply refers to observing 
information. The control window 900 in Figure 9, which has been identified as the 
information page, does in fact contain content that can be browsed, via the button 902, in 
the form of previous search queries (see col. 15, lines 12-21). It appears that applicant(s) 
is referring to the browsing of content on a web page, which was never stated in the 
claims. Even if the browsing of content on a web page was claimed, Grefensette et al. 
discloses an augmentation being performed against a web page being retrieved and 
browsed at the instruction of the user (see col. 2, lines 60-66). 

Applicant(s) argues on page 5, lines 19-20, and page 7, lines 9-12, that Rubinstein 
et al. fails to teach or suggest the server generating and providing augmentation on the 
content of the information page being browsed, as well as identified keywords being 
provided to any server. In response, the examiner has modified the previous office action 
to establish a prima facie case of obviousness, in further view of Grenstette et al., who 
does disclose such a server(s) for performing those tasks (see col. 12, lines 10-16). 

Applicant(s) argue on page 7, lines 13-25, that none of the information page 
contents will be part of the augmentation generated under Rubinstein et al. The 
arguements are not persuasive. As stated earlier, the previous search queries that can be 
browsed through and selected do in fact constitute dynamic content, as that list of queries 
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will always be updated upon each search, as well being augmented upon each search 
conducted. 



Conclusion 

11. This action is made final. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy 
as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Marlon Johnson whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
4642. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday from 8:30 AM to 
5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Glen Burgess, can be reached on (703) 305-4792. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 305-3230. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
3900. 



Marlon B. Johnson 




ITOfl B. BURGESS 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2100 



